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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION
The past few years have clearly demonstrated the extreme
importance of agriculture as a phase of our national life.
The very fact that the farmer produces the fiber and food for
the world makes agriculture basic to the existence of the human race.
The following statement by Cox and Jackson further clarifies the point: 1
We are the fortunate possessors of over

610,000 000 acres of tilled or tillable soil

available for growing the crops and livestock
that feed and clothe the nation, provide raw
materials for manufacture, and supply export
demands. This vast area includes the world's
greatest region of productive land located under temperate climatic conditions.
The possession of this bountiful heritage, which assures
us of national prosperity, carries with it a direct obligation to conserve, and, where possible, to improve the land.
It is, therefore, essential that our farming practices
be adjusted to protect our basic heritage.
Statement of Problem
What are the major factors influencing systems of farming?

lcox, Joseph F. and Jackson, Lyman E., £BQE MANAGEMENr

!!fil. SOIL CONSERVATION, P• 1.
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PROBLEM ANALYSIS:

The problem of this study embraces several

interrelated aspects:
1.

To discuss, if any, the relationship between
family-life and housing facilities and a particular system of farming.

2.

To discover, if any, the relationship between
land and a particular system of farming.

3. To discover, if any, the relationship between
crop, livestock and poultry enterprises and a
particular system of farming.

4.

To discover, if any, the relationship between
machinery and a particular system of farming.

5. To discover,

if any, the relationship between

education and farm ownership.
Purpose .Qf. Study
Experiences in Fannin County, Texas, reveal that there
are farmers who have families, raise crops and foster other
enterprises, yet, their systems of farming and machinery vary
to a very large degree.

The apparent variations gave need

for information to ascertain its relationship to the family
life, farm land and enterprises of the farmers.

The writer

was very desirous of discovering certain aspects because of
the close relationship existing between the farmer and his
chosen line of work.
Scope of Study
This study was limited to fifty Negro farmers in
Fannin County, Texas.

Its major concern is with an analysis
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of the system of farmings in use, and their relationship with
home and family life, farm land, enterprises and machinery
used by these fifty farmers.
Source .2f. Information
The information for this study was obtained from two
sources:
1.

Questionnaire responses from the farmers who constituted the population of this study.

2.

Documentary materials from a review of related
literature.
Limitation and Delimitation of the Study

Limitation.

There is one basic limitation to this study.

The major portion of the information was obtained from questionnaire responses.

Responses to the questionnaire can only

be considered as the written testimony of the respondents,
and were not necessarily true in terms of their functioning
beliefs and opinions.

Thus, the responses represent only

stated beliefs and opinions of the respondents.
Delimitation.

The study included only fifty farmers

and not all of the farmers in Fannin County.
Methods and Materials
Two procedures were used in this study by the writer to
ascertain the facts concerning the systems of farming used
in Fannin County.

The information was obtained through (1)

a review of pertinent literature, and (2) by constructing a
questionnaire.
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The writer found considerable reference material relative to systems of farming.

The literature cited will serve

as a "frame of reference," giving the points of view of many
authorities within the field.
A second technique used in this study was the formulation and administration of a questionnaire.

A questionnaire

was designed to determine the extent to which home and family
life, farm land, enterprises and machinery, and equcation and
farm ownership were related to the systems of farming in use.
The Preliminary Form of the questionnaire was submitted
to the faculty advisor for his analysis, suggestions and reaction.
The questionnaire was then administered to fifty farmers
in Fannin County.
This instrument constituted the following areas which ~re
a part of this study.

(1) home and family life, (2) farm land,

(3) enterprises, (4) machinery, and (5) education and farm
ownership.
Home and Family~
Standards of living constitute an organic whole, touching
on every phase of life of the individual, the family or the
group, as the case may be.

This includes the sort of house

lived in, accomodations of home, and other elements relating
to the more physical phase of living.
The "Home and Family Life" section of the questionnaire
is concerned with the number in family, whether or not the
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family is a farm owner, size of farm, number of acres in
cultivation, and other information of practical value.

-Farm Land

Land utilized for agricultural production requires some
type of treatment to keep it at a high productive level, and
to keep it in fit mechanical condition.

Experiences and ob-

servations have shown that mere cultivation of the top soil
is not sufficient and must be supplemented by other basic
practices if maximum returns are to be secured.

This portion

of the study seeks to determine the texture and type of soil;
the number of acres in cultivation and the soil conservation
practices in use.
Enterprises
Most authorities generally agree that farmers need a
few standard enterprise combinations which are applicable to
their conditions and to their own resources; that is, combinations set up so they can see how the various enterprises
fit together, what will be the most likely financial results,
and how changes can be made and combinations put into operation.
This portion of the questionnaire seeks to find out the
different enterprises the farmers have, and maybe show how
standard combinations may be developed and used by farmers
in improving the organization of their farms.
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Machinery
Machinery has been used extensively in the production
of crops for many generations.

The s~ze of the farm and the

crop enterprises determine' in a large measure the type of
machinery to be used.

Crops that utilize machinery to the

fullest extent usually should be the ones grown.
This portion of the questionnaire seeks to find out the
different types of machinery used on each farm.

CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

The purpose of this chapter is to present related literature pertaining to the following subject areas:

(1) The home

and family life and farming systems; (2) Farm land and farming systems; (3) Enterprises and farming systems; (4) Farm
machinery and farming systems; and (5) Education and farm
ownership.
Home .fill£ Family Life
Every home, no matter how humble or simple, holds a
place in the hearts and memories of the family members many
years after they have grown up and moved many miles away.
It is the desire of the writer that this study might show
the importance of home and family life among the rural population of Fannin County.
Forster says that, "A farm consists of all the land,
with appropriate equipment that is operated by an individual,
partnership, or corporation for the production of agricultural products. 11

2

When privileged with the selection of a farm, extreme
care should be exercised in making a choice.

Many farmers

make only one such purchase in a whole life time.

If a poor

farm is selected, the farmer is handicapped from the beginning.
2
Forster, G. w., ~ Management and Organization, Prentice Hall, Inc., New York, New York, 1950, p. 2.
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Hunt says that:
A farmer's chance for profits and enjoyment of
life is tied up in a farm, because farming is
a way of life as well as a business
The re~ark is sometimes heard that a particular farm
is a good farm, but a poor place to live. A
good financial bargain, therefore, may turn
into a failure if the enjoyment of life is
spoiled by living constantly under undesirable
conditions.3
Many writers on farm tenancy convey the impression that
farm tenancy is a great evil.

Wilson Gee differs with this

attitude in the following list of advantages in the institution of farm tenancy:
1.

Tenancy is a steppingstone to independent
owner-operator ship.

2.

In some instances, to rent a farm is more
desirable than to buy one.

3.

Tenancy enables the prospective farmer safely
to determine whether farming is an occupation
in which he may happily spend his life and also to test whether or not a particular farm is
the one which he should buy.

4.

Tenancy provides a greater mobility of population, which among a high-grade tenant class
as in the West 1 really functions as a mitigant
temper of provincialism and localism. 4

While the disadvantages of farm tenancy are numerous,
and are most apparent in the connnunity where tenancy is most
prevalent, a farmer might consider tenancy not as an evil to
3Hunt, Robert L., Farm Management i n ~ South, The
Interstate Printers andPublishers, Danville, Illinois, 1942,
p. 235.

4Gee, Wilson, The Social Economics of Agriculture,
MacMillan Company, New York, New York, 1950, p. 179.

The
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be frowned upon, but as a stepping stone toward farm ownership.

It matters not whether a farmer is a farm owner or

tenant, his family is of primary importance.
The importance of the family as a social unit and the
role of the family in determining the character and structure
of society are recognized by all students of sociology.
Studies of the family are sometimes limited to a descriptive
presentation of the family as a social institution or to a
study of individual homes as found in society .

In view of the fact that the household group has lost in
whole or in part, many economic and industrial activities
have increased the family's social importance.

The family

provides most of the intimate and influential relationships
between persons.

Whether the scene is harmonious cooperation

or discordant strife, the family group is of basic importance
in the structure of society .
M. C. Elmer briefly discussed the three aspects of the
family as follows:
(l) Reproduction, (2) Nuture of Children, and (3)
Mutual sympathetic understanding and helpfulness .
The aspects which have been everywhere recognized
are production and the nuture of children. The
universal features of nuture as a family function
must be limited chiefly to the animal needs of
childhood, health, certain phases of formal instruction and a varying amount of formal instruction.
The ihird aspect of family life, mutual sympathetic
understanding and helpfulness are necessary in order
to meet the psychic needs of the individual and of
the group . The individual needs this intimate,
friendly, sympathetic assoc;atio~ of per~ons who
are concerned with the routine little things of
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hi~ life as w:ll_a~ the occasional more important
things. The individual needs the sympathetic understanding of persons who care for him and love
him and take a responsible interest in him.5
There appears to be a need for provision of opportunity for
working together in such tasks as are necessary for physical
existence
Farm Land
There are both good farms and poor farms.

Some have

soils that respond very generously to good farm practices,
while others have very poor soils that refuse to be coaxed
into giving generous yields regardless of practices used.
Land differs in degree of efficiency the same as plants
and animals.
Hunt illustrates the point further in the following
statement:
Soil is a very important natural factor
affecting agricultural production. It is
sometimes difficult to separate soil and climatic influences because they are so commonly
tied together. All animals, including mani
get their nourishment directly or indirect y
from the soil. Peanuts serve the intermediary,
drawing chemicals out of the soil and changing
them into compounds or forms that can be used
by animals for building flesh, blood and bones.
Both climate and soil affect the chemical composition of plants and the nature or quality of
plants affects the development of the flesh,
blood and bones of the animals. Soils deficient
in certain chemicals proguce plants deficient
in these chemicals also.
5Elmer, M.c., ~ Sociology of the Family.
Company, New York, New York, 194~ pp. 3-5.
6Hunt, .QJ2.• cit., pp. 110, 111.

Ginn and
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A classification of soils according to their origin and
from a drainage point of view were suggested in five general
groups by Ayers and Scoates as follows:
(1) Residual, (2) Glacial, (3) Alluvial, (4)
Cu.mu.lose, and (5) Marine. The residual soils
are those which have usually been formed by
the weathering and disintegration of native
rocks in place. The glacial till soils are
characterized, in the main , as heavy clay or
clay loam due to the tremendous grinding force
that has produced them. As the name implies,
Alluvial soils owe their origin to the eroding
and transporting capacity of water. Cumulose
soils are those formed by the process of slow
oxidation or organic matter under water.
Marine soil is derived from older residual
types to the West and North and has originated
partly by a vast upheaval in some pre historic
age of the ocean's bed.r
~

Enterprises

Gee defines farm enterprises as "any crop, kind of
livestock, manufacturing process, or other distinct part
of the farm business as a whole.n 8
Every farmer has his own individual problem and responsibility of selecting farm enterprises.

Each individual

farm is the place where the several agricultural practices
come together in one pattern and there is no one pattern
that hits all farms alike.

Success in farming depends

upon the farmer's ability to fit the several enterprises
together and keep them in proper relationship to one another
as economic conditions change.
?Ayers, Claude Quincy and Daniel Scoa.tes, Land Drainage
and Reclamation, McGraw-Hill Book Company, New York, New
York, 1939, pp. 108, 111.
8aee, .212.• ill_., p. 139.
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The selection of enterprises on a given farm ·will in
general be governed by the law of comparative advantage.
"A farmer, in order to use his available resources
to the best advantage, will produce those crops or classes
of livestock for which his farm has a relative advantage. 119
Since most farmers have at least three enterprises,
the Writer deems it important to discuss three common enterprises, crop, livestock and poultry.
Crop Enterprises
The chief objective in planning a farm business is to
secure the greatest possible returns from the resources
available.

Planning is concerned both with physical and

economic production.

In a physical sense, planning means

adaptation of plants and animals that will grow and produce
well on the farm.

In economic planning, one must not only

select the animals and plants that will do well on the farm,
but one must also choose them on the basis of market demand.
The natural forces play an important role in determining the kind of plants grown in any region.

Temperature,

moisture, and sunlight are three climatic factors holding
most power over plants.
The type and fertility of the soil are important factors in both animal and plant production.
9Forster, G. w. Farm Management and Organization, Prentice Hall, Inc., NewYork, New York, 1950, p. 52.
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In determining the crop interests which are to engage
the attention of the farmer, it must be borne in mind that
the several lines of production vary in demands upon the
resources of the farmer.

Different farming interests evi-

dence a complimentary relationship, as in the case of crops
and livestock.
Forster points out that diversification of interests
on the farm is advantageous because:
(1) Diversification is often the means of reducing risks, (2) Diversified farming may be a means
of reducing damage from insect pests and plant
diseases, (3) Seasonality is the chief factor affecting diversification of production, (4) The
improvement or maintenance of soil fertility is
often a factor working for greater diversification, and (5) Diversification often gives a 8etter
distribution of income throughout the year. 1
Gee asserts that:
The objective which every farmer should
strive for is that of the most complete and effective utilization of all his resources--land,
labor, capital and management--in order
achieve a maximization of his net profit. l

f9

Livestock
Climate affects animals in two ways - indirectly
through its influence on the quantity and quality of plants
used as feed, and directly by its influence upon production
and growth of animals.

lOibid., pp. 158-161

11 Gee,

.QE.•

ill•,

P• 143.

"Most breeds of livestock originated in other
continents and were imported into this country.
Importation and adaptation have gone on for
several centuries, and through a process of
trial and error, adjustments of types and
breeds to our various climatic conditions have
been made. Experiments are continuing, however,
and new types and breeds may be developed that
will be better adapted than the present type.
Crossbreeding of Brahmans with standard beef
breeds for resistance to subtropical climatic
conditions and parasites has been a general
practice in our Gulf Coast Region for some time.
White hogs, which may be well adapted to cold
areas, may suffer from sun blister in the extreme South. Jersey Cows are better adapted to
the Southern Areas than are the larger breeds,
such as Holsteins.12
Extreme care should be exercised in selecting animals
for a particular region.

The farmer should select animal

enterprises that will thrive well in their areas, and
satisfy market demands.
Poultry
Poultry appears to justify its place among farm enterprises.

Hunt asserts that:

"A flock of at least 25 hens will furnish a
valuable addition to the daily food supply.
From this number sufficient eggs can be secured to provide each member of the family
every day and enough eggs to increase the
flock in sufficient numbers to replace those
that are removed during the year. A small
flock of hens will produce more profit for
the cost than does any other enterprise on
the farm.13

A flock of 100 good hens well cared for will go a long
way toward paying the grocery bill for the products that

1 2 Hunt, .QI?.•

ill•,

l3Ibid., P• 542.

PP• 109-110.
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cannot be raised on the farm.
Since Poultry does not require a lot of expensive equipment and food can be easily grown on the home farm, poultry
production can be kept on a profitable basis.
Turkeys should be added whenever the farm furnishes
proper range conditions.

A small flock of turkeys requires

very little expense for feeds, as they forage for insects
almost constantly during the growing period.
Farmers may secure information from the agricultural
agencies as to supplementing the home grown feeds to make a
balanced ration for poultry, thereby aiding in making
poultry raising a rather profitable enterprise.
Table I indicates to some extent the educational level
of the fifty farmers studied.

It may be readily observed

that the majority of the farmers included in this study
had a somewhat low educational level.

It was observed by

the Writer that those farmers who had attained a higher
educational level were the ones who lead in farm ownership
and as renters.
The Writer feels that a higher educational level must
be acquired by our future farmers if the family type farmer
is to survive, and if any measurable degree of success is to
be achieved.

-

Farm Machinery

Since this is the age of machinery on the farm, and the
use of machinery makes it possible for fewer farmers to produce more, it is, therefore, necessary for the farmers to

FIGURE I
Group
l

2

3

l+

Totals

Educational Level of Farmers

Level of
Training
Elementary
(1st-7th)

Number
Reporting

Average Completed
Grade

No . of
Owners

Percent
No. of
Renters of Farmers

21+

Sixth

8

16

l+8

(8th-10th)

16

Ninth

8

8

32

Sr. High
(11th-12th)

8

Eleventh

5

3

16

College or
University

2

One
Semester

2

0

l+

23

27

100

-

Jr. High

50

8. 02

t-'

°'
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become acquainted with modern farm machinery.

Farmers have

never before had such a variety of farm machinery from which
to select.
Hunt states that:
"The farmer's problem is to know how to select
equipment suited to his soils, topography and
~rops. Money to purchase equipment, of course,
is also important. The main problem, however,
is to select the most efficient machines for
his needs. Hog houses, poultry houses, feed
bins, shelter for horses and cows, milking
machines, wagons, trucks, windmills, and many
other types of implements and facilities needed on farms.14Farmers now have a variety of farm machinery from
which to select:

Cultivators ranging from one-half row

pulled by one mule or horse to six-row tractor drawn cultivators, cotton strippers, corn pullers, mowing machines,
hay balers, planters, milking machines and trucks and many
other types of implements needed on farms.
It is deemed important by some authorities that the
farmer become fully aware of the efficiency differences in
farm implements.

A farmer on a given farm will find one

type of tractor more efficient than any other tractors.
It is very necessary and highly important to discover these
differences in efficiency before making a purchase as it is
to use judgement in selecting the variety of crops.
Summary
After summarizing what the literature has so clearly indicated, it seems safe to list these factors:

14 Ibid., pp. 156-157.
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1.

Home and family life is greatly influenced
by the system of farming in use.

2.

Every home holds a place in the hearts of
the members of the family.

3.

That farm land affects the system of farming.

4.

That farm enterprises should be selected to
utilize all of the farmers resources - land,
labor, capital and management.

5.

That the farmer should select the most efficient
machines for his needs.

CHAPTER III
ANALYSIS OF STUDY
The main purpose of this chapter is to obtain as much
information as possible on systems of farming used by some
of the farmers in Fannin County .
To begin with, the writer constructed a questionnaire
to be administered to fifty farmers in Fannin County.

Its

main purpose was to determine the relationship of home and
family life, farm land, enterprises and farm machinery and
the farming systems in use .
Home and Family Life
The first question on the questionnaire~was pertaining
to family size and child distribution.

Table one reveals

that twenty-four or 48 per cent of the families in this
study had a total of one to five members; twenty-three or

46 per cent had from six to ten members; and three or 6 per
cent had a total of eleven or more members.
Table 1.

Family Size of Fifty Negro Farmers in Fannin
County, Texas

Total Number of Members in Family

l -

5

1 - 10
11 or more
Total

Number

Per Cent

24

48

23

46

3

6

50

100

20

Child distribution of these fifty farmers as shown in
Table 2 reveals that there were a total of one hundred and
eighty-seven children.

One hundred and five or 56 . 2 per

cent were boys and eighty-two or 43.8 per cent were girls.
The 56.2 per cent boys indicated t hat future farm work
has an excellent opportunity of being carried on, and should
be well planned for by the parents .
Table 2 .

Child Distribution of Fifty Negro Farmers in
Fannin County, Texas
Boys

Girls

Total

9

8

1

9

7

8

6

14

9

20

7

27

5

9

11

20

8

20

20

40

1

1

5

6

2

6

8

14

3

14

10

24

1

6

4

10

1

6

5

11

1

7

5

12

3

0

0

0

50

105

82

187

Number of Families

Total
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Question 2 requested: "Are you a farm owner or
tenant?" Table 3 reveals that twenty-three or 46 per
cent of the farmers were land owners.

There were 27 or

54 per cent tenants.
Table 3.

Number and Per Cent of Farm Owners and Tenants,
and Size of Respective Farms

Size of Farm
Owned
5-25 Acres

No. of
Farm
Owners

Per
Cent

4

8

Size of Farm
Rented

No. of
Tenants

Per
Cent

3

6

5-25 Acres

26-50

II

4

8

26-50

II

9

18

51-75

II

9

18

51-75

II

8

16

76-100

II

2

4

76-100

II

4

8

101-200

II

2

4

101-200

II

2

4

201-300

II

1

2

201-300

II

1

2

301-400

It

l

2

301-400

II

0

0

23

46

27

54

Total

Total

Table 4 indicates that the land owners and tenants
were in possession of 3,841 acres of land.

Of this number,

3,033 acres or 78.96 per cent were in cultivation.

The

mea n number of acres per farm was 76.82.
Table 4.

Number, Per Cent, and Hean Acres Owned, Rented
and in Cultivation

Land Owners
and Tenants
50

Total No. of
Acres Owned
and Rented
3,841

Total No. of Per Cent Mean No.
Acres in Cul- of Acres of Acres
tivation
in Culti- per Farm
vation
3,033

76.82
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The next questions pertaining to the home sought to
determine the number of years the farmers had resided on
their respective farmst and the size of their farm homes.
Further information was also sought to determine the
modern conveniences used by these farmers.
The responses to these questions are revealed in
Tables 5, 6, and 7.

Table 5 showed that thirteen or 26

per cent of the farmers had resided on their farms from
0 to 5 years.• -Fifteen or 30 per cent had resided on their
farms from 6 to 15 years·.

rfwel ve

or 24 per cent had re-

J

sided on their farms from 16 to 30 years.

Six or twelve

per cent of the farmers had resided on their farms from

31 to 45 years.

Four or 8 per cent of the farmers had re-

sided on their farms from 46 to 60 years.
Table 5.

Number and Per Cent of Years the Fifty Farmers
Have Lived on Farm

Number of
Farmers

Per Cent

0-5

13

26

6-15

15

30

16-30

12

24

31-45

6

12

46-60

4

8

Total

50

100

Number of Years
on Farm
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Analysis of the size of the farm homes revealed that
2 farmers had 3 room homes; 17 farmers had 4 rooms; 15
farmers had 5 rooms; 8 farmers had 6 rooms; 7 farmers had

7 rooms; l farmer had 8 rooms.

Of the 50 farm homes re-

ported the mean number of rooms per home was 5. 08 (Table

6).
Analysis of the number of homes having modern conveniences showed that a vast majority of the farmers were
utilizing modern conveniences.
Table 6.

(Table 7) .

Size of Farm Homes

Number of
Rooms

Number of
Homes

Mean Number of
Rooms per Home

3

2

3

4

17

4

5

15

5

6

8

6

7

7

7

8

l

8

Total

50

5.08

Forty-eight homes had electricity; 45 owned refrigerators; 29 owned washing machines , but not a single one owned
a sewage sys t em or d eep freeze •

There were 15 who owned

televisions; 50 who owned radios; 4 had telephones; 5 had
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Table 7.

Number and Per Cent of Homes Having Modern
Conveniences

Items Owned

Number of
Homes

Per Cent
of Homes

Electricity

48

96

Refrigerators

45
0

90
0

Washing Machine

29

58

Radio

50

100

Television

15

30

4

8

39

78

Running Water

5

10

Sewage

0

0

47

94

Deep Freeze

Telephone
Gas

Miscellaneous
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running water and 39 had gas.

The fifty farmers in this

study also reported miscellaneous items such as fans, food
mixers, electric irons, electric toaster and others.
Farm land was considered next on the questionnaire.
This section sought to find the type of soil on each farm;
number of acres in cultivation; number of acres in woodland,
and soil conservation practices used by the fifty Negro
farmers of Fannin County.
The farmers reported black land, sandy loam, and clay
loam.
Table 4 shows that of the 3,841 acres of land owned
and rented, there were 3,033 acres in cultivation.
Table 8 shows the conservation practices used by the
farmers.

Twenty-six farmers use fall plowing; 19 use crop

rotation; 7 use Contour Farming; 21 grow cover crops; 19
make use of terraces, 25 grow winter cover crops, and 1
makes use of grass waterways.
Table 8.

Conservation Practices of the Farmers .
Number of Farmers
Using

Per Cent
of Farmers

Fall Plowing
Rotation
Contour Farming
Cover Crops

26
19

52
38

7
25

14

Terracing
Grass Land Waterings

19

38
2

Conservation Practices

1

50
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Enterprises were considered next on the questionnaire.
The major crops grown by the farmers in this study are
shown in Table 9 which is listed below.
Forty-nine farmers grow cotton; 39 grow corn; 10 grow
wheat and 14 of them ~row oats; 16 grow hay crops and 7 of
them grow maize.

Five farmers grow peas, 2 grow potatoes,

and 1 farmer grows peanuts.
Table 9.

Crops Grown by the Farmers
Number of Farners
Growing Crops

Per Cent

Cotton

49

98

Corn

78

Wheat

39
10

Oats

14

28

Hay

16

32

Maize

7

14

Peas

5

10

Potatoes

2

4

Peanuts

1

2

Crops
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Table 11 was made from the answer to question pertaining to livestock enterprises of the f ifty farmers in the
study.

The questions were number and kind of livestock,

number sold and approximate income from sales.

Table 10.

Farmers Reported Selling Field Crop Products
Table - Sales of Field Crop Products

Kind of
Product

Number of
Farmers
Growing

Number of
Farmers
Not Growing

Cotton

49

1

Corn

39

11

16

Maize

Number of
Farmers
In Study

Total
Acres

Total
Yield

Total
Value

50

1304

Bales
670

103,000.70

50

729

34

50

309

Tons
442

5,825. 00

7

43

50

122

Tons
89

2,545 .oo

Potatoes

3

47

50

2

Peas

4

46

50

12

Hay

Bu

25. 067

29,848.15

Bu

267.50

Bu

537.00

100
123
Bu

Wheat

10

40

50

159

2660

4,791 . 50

Oats

14

36

50

193

2275

3,861.00

1

49

50

10

?3d1

175.00

Peanuts

l\)

"'-l

Table 11.

Number, Per Cent, Mean Production, Sales, Mean Gross Income, and Animal Units Per
Farm Reporting

List of Livestock

Number of
Farms Reporting

Per Cent
of Farms
Reporting

Number of
Animal Units Reported

Mean Number of
Heads per
Family

Number Sold
Last Year

Mean Gross
Income From
Sales per
Farm

Dairy and Beef
Cows

38

76

248

6.5

74

141.57

Swine

41+

88

339

7.7

65

45.31

Horses and Mules

21

42

41+

2.1

4

5.86

I\)

CX>
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It was revealed that 38 or 76 per cent of the farmers
owned 248 beef and dairy cattle .
per family was 6. 5.

The mean number of heads

Seventy-four cows were sold last year .

The mean gross income from sales was $5,379 . 66 .
Forty- four or 88 per cent of the farmers owned 339
swine .

The mean number of heads per family was 7.7.

five hogs were sold last year.

Sixty-

The mean gross income from

sales was $1 , 993 . 64 .
Twenty-one or 42 per cent of the farmers owned 44 horses
and mules .

The mean number of heads per family was 2. 1 .

Four horses and mules were sold.

The me~n income from sales

was $123 . 00 .
Poultry was considered in connection with livestock and
poultry on the questionnaire .

The questions were pertaining

to the number of farmers raising poultry; number of eggs
sold last year and their sale value.

It was revealed that

46 farmers grew poultry, 6 turkeys.

The 46 farmers who grew

poultry owned a total of 3, 550 chickens .
flock per family was 76 . 08 .
chickens were sold last year .

The average size

Seven hundred and seventy-five
The mean gross income from

sales was $677 . 50 .
Only six farmers raised turkeys .
turkeys .

These six owned 118

The average siz0 flock per family was 19. 7.

Eighty-two turkeys were sold last year .
come from sale of turkeys was $447 . 26 .

The mean gross in-
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The sale of livestock and poultry products we~e next on
the questionnaire.

T'ne que s tions were pertaining to the kirxl

of products for sale, amount sold, number of farmers reporting,
amount used at home and sale value.
Farmers reported selling eggs as shmvn in Table 12.
Table 12.

Number of
Dozen
Eggs Sold

Egg Sales of the Fifty Farmers

Number of
Farmers
Selling
Eggs

1-25

4

26-50

5

51-75

2

76-100

3

101-Up

11

Total

24

Number of
Farmers
Who Raised
Poultry But
Sold No Eggs

22

Number of
Farmers
Who Grew
No Poultry

Number
of Farmers in
Study

50

The sales of livestock and livestock products were considered next on the questionnaire.

The major products sold

by the farmers in the study are shown in Table 13 which is
listed below.
Five farmers sold butter; 24 sold eggs; 9 of them sold
whole milk; 33 of them produced butter on the farm for home
use; 22 of them produced eggs for home use; 29 produced whole
milk for home use; and 38 of them had cattle for their farms.

FARMERS REPORTED SELLING LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS
Table 13.

Kind of
Products

Butter
Eggs

Sales of Livestock By-Products and Value of Products Sold as Reported by Fifty

Farmers

Number of
Farmers
Selling

Number of
Farmers
Who Produced
But Sold None

Number of Farmers
Who Did Not Produce any of Product

5

33

12

24

22

4

Amount
Used at
Home

Total
Value

1040

13·54

1588.10

1951

5084

3369.20

Amount
Sold

Doz.

102,390 . 111,320

Wholemilk

9

29

12

Meat-Beef

0

38

12

0

Meat-Pork

0

44

6

0

Total

680
19,215

6915.24
225.00
4,464.00
16,561.54

w

t-'
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The ~ast section of the questionnaire sought to determine the number of farmers owning farm machinery.
Analysis of this section revealed that all of the farmers
owned some sort of farm implements, and some of them owned
automobiles or trucks or both.

The condition of the machinery

as reported by the respondents ranged from poor to good; with
an appraised value of $67,920.
Table 14 shows the number of farmers owning implements
or machinery and the kind owned.

There were 29 tractors,

24 stalk cutters, 16 cultivators, 48 automobiles, 15 farm
trucks, 12 wagons, 6 hay balers, 8 sprayers, 6 dusters, 9
discing plows, 12 bed rollers, 12 mowers, 16 planters, and
8 harrows, and 12 turning plows.

Summary of Findings
An analysis of the results, an economic study of the
farming systems of fifty farmers in Fannin County, Texas,
has been completed.

The following factors influencing

farming in Fannin County were as follows:
Family Life and System of Farming
A.

Of the 50 farmers studied as a group, family status was
both homogenous and heterogenous, in tha t 49 or 98 per
cent of them were parents and 1 family or 2 per cent
of them were not parents.

B.

There were 187 children; 56.2 per cent were boys and

43.8 per cent were girls.
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Table 14.

Farm Machinery - Number of Farmers Owning
Machinery, Kinds and Value

Name of Article
Owned

Number of
Persons
Owning
Article

Number of
Articles
Owned

Value of
Articles
Owned

Tractors

24

29

28,125.00

Stak Cutter

22

24-

1,728.00

Cultivator

16

24-

1,300.00

Turning Plow

12

16

330.00

Auto

4-0

4-8

20, 24-5 .oo

Farm Truck

15

15

5,720 .00

Wagon

12

15

54-5.00

Hay Baler

6

6

3,525.00

Sprayer

8

8

1,285.00

Duster

6

6

54-5.00

Discing Plan

9

9

1,4-15 .oo

12

15

94-o.oo

6

8

727.00

10

16

720.00

Bed Roller
Harrow
Planters
Total

67,920.00

C.

There were 23 land owners, and 27 tenants .

D.

The land owners and tenants were in possession of

3 ,841 a cres of land; 3,033 acres or 78 . 96 per cent of
the land was in cultivation .

E.

The mean number of acres per farm was 76 . 82 .

F.

The mean number of rooms per house was 5.08 .

G.

Thirteen or 26 per cent of the farmers had resided
on their farms from 0-5 years.

Fifteen or 30 per

cent had resided on their farms from 6-15 years .
Twelve or 24 per cent had resided on their farms from

16- 30 years .

Six or 12 per cent had resided on their

farms from 31- 45 years .

Four or 8 per cent of the

farmers had resided on their farms from 46 to 60
years .
H.

All of the homes had some modern conveniences .
Soil and System of Farming

A.

The types of soil were black land, sandy loam and
clay loam.

B.

The conser vation pr act ices in use were fall plm-1ing,
rotation, contour farming, terracing, grass land,
water ays and cover crops .

c.

Most of the farmers practice fall plowing, and grow
cover crops; and grass land water ways were used
least .
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Enterprises .a!:!£ System of Farming
A.

The leading crops grown are cotton and corn.

B.

Peanuts were least on the list of crop enterprises.

c.

Thirty-eight farmers grew beef and dairy cattle.

D.

The mean number of cows per farm was

E.

Forty-four farmers raise swine.

F.

The mean number of swine per farm was 7. 7.

G.

Forty-six farmers grew poultry.

H.

Five farmers sold butter.

I.

Nine farmers sold whole milk.

6.5.

Farm Machinery and System of Farming
A.

Farm machinery was fairly adequate.

B.

Farm machinery had an estimated valuation of $67.920.00.

CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY

In ord er to secure data for this study, a questionnaire
was constructed and administered to fifty farmers in Fannin
County, Texas .
The data obtained from the respondents was used to
determine the factors influencing systems of farming .

The

problem of this study encompassed several inter-related
aspects:
1.

To discover, if any, the relationship between familyl ife and housing facilities and a particular system
of farming .

2.

To dis cover, if any, the relations hip between farm
land and a particular system of farming.

3.

To discover, if any, the relationship between crop,
liv est ock and poultry enterprises and a particular
system of f a rming.

4-.

To dis cover, if any, the relationship between machinery
and a particular system of farming .

5.

To discover, if any, the relationship between education and farm ownership .
Findings
~

relationship between home and family life and the

systems of farming .
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1.

The fifty farmers family status was both homogenous
and heterogenous in that 49 or 98 per cent of the
farmers were parents and 1 or 2 per cent of the farmers
were not parents .

2.

There were 187 children, 56 .2 per cent were boys, 82
or 43.8 per cent were girls .

3.

The farmers were in possession of 3,841 acres of land;

78. 96 per cent of the land was in cultivation.
4.

The mean number of acres per family was 76.82.

5.

The mean number of rooms per house was 5.08.

6.

Land tenants constituted 54 per cent of the 50 farm
families included in this survey.

7. Most of the farmers had resided on their respective
farms for a number of years .

8.

Al l homes had some modern conveniences .
The relationships between farm land and~ particular

system of farming.
1.

The types of soil were black land, sandy loam, and clay
loam.

2.

The conservation practices in use were fall plowing,
r ot ation, contour farming, cover crops, grass land
waterways and terracing .

3.

Most of the farmers used fall plowing and cover crops
as conservation·practices, grassland waterways were
used least .

38

~ relationshin between cron , livestock and poultry
enterprises and~ system of farming .
1.

The ma j or crops grown were cotton and corn .

2.

Peanuts were least on the list of crop enterprises.

3.

Forty- four of the fifty farmers grew poultry .

I+.

Thirty-eight farmers of the fifty raised beef and
da iry cattle .

5.

The mean nu_mber of cows per family was 6.5.

6.

Seventy-four cows were sold last year at a mean gross
income of 15,379 . 66 .

7.

Sixty-five swine were sold last year at a mean gross
income of $1 , 993.61+ .

8.

The mean number of s·wine was 7. 7 .

9.

Horses and mules -were owned by twenty-one farmers .

10.

Twenty-four farmers sold from one to more than one
hundred dozen of eggs last year.
The relationshiR between farm machinery and S: parti-

cular system of farming.
1.

Farm machinery was fairly adequate.

2.

A vast majority of the farms used tractors instead of
the "horse and plow" method.

3.

Farm machinery ha d an estimated value of ~67,920 .
The relationship between education and farm owner-

ship .
1.

Education appears to be a factor favoring farm owner-

39
ship among the fifty farm families included in this
study.
2.

Farm ownership was higher anong those respondents ,,ith
a higher level of education.
RecoMJnendations
The findings, as a result of the analysis of the data

obtained from this study, have been presented and the
following recommend at ions are proposed to strengthen the
farming systems as found on the fifty farms.
1.

That additional resear ch be extended in a problem
similar to the one investigated by the writer in
which a larger sample is used .

2.

That new cash crops be added to the present crop
enterprises.

3.

That improved practices in soil conservation be used.

4.

That the dairy phase of the livestock program be expanded.

5.

That more effort be put forth toward a general diversified farming program.

6.

That a periodic "Maintenance School" on care of farm
machinery be had.

7.

That a stronger father-son relationship be developed
to encourage boys to remain on farms as partners with
dad .

8.

That coordinated efforts of all agricultural agencies
be utilized .
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QUESTIONNAIRE
TO:

Fifty Negro Farmers of Fannin County, Texas

FROM:

Alphonso Terry

PURPOSE:

To aid in gathering data for an Economic Study
of the Farming Systems of Fifty Negro Farmers
in Fannin County, Texas.
The information given on this questionnaire will

1.

be guarded as strictly confidential.
Home and Family Life
A.

Family:
1.

Number in Family__________Men______
Women

B.

Home:
2.

------Boys------Girls----

Do you own your farm? Yes_ _ _ _No_____
Do you rent? Yes_______No_ _ _ _ _ __
Share Cropper? Yes
No_ _ _ _ _ __
Number of acres owned._____________
Number of acres rented.____________
Number of years on farm._ ___________
Home built by family_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
Contractor__________________
Number of rooms
Number of square feet
of floor space._ _ _ _ _ _Painted._______
When last painted.______Refrigerator_ __
Deep Freeze_____Washing Machine ______
Telephone._ _ _ _ _ _Screens_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

Steps___________~Sewage___________
Water System

Out of door toilets

------

Fuel: Gas
Wood
Electricity__________ Piano_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

-----------

Radio_____________ Tel evision__________
CUrrent Reading Material:

Daily Newspaper_ _ _ _ _ __

Weekly Newspaper_ _ _ _ _ _ _Weekly llagazine_ _ _ _ __
Monthly Farm Magazine_ _ _ _ _ _ Others_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
II.

Farm Land
1.

Texture and type of soil._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

2.

4.
5.

Number of acres in pasture._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

6.

Number of acres in woodland._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

7.

What soil conservation practices to you use?_

Number of acres in cultivation.__ _ _ _ _ _ __

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

III .
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Enterprise

Grain
l.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

2.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

3.
4.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

5.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

l.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

2.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

3.
4.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

5.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

Cash Crops
l.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

2.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

3.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

4.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

5.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

Other Field Crops
Total Acres
1.

Total Yield

Total Value

2.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

3.
4.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

5.

Total Acres

Total Yield

Total Value

TOTAL

Hay

TOTAL

TOTAL

IV.

1+5

Livestock and Poultry

Kind

Number

1.

Dairy Cows

2.

Young Dairy
Cattle

3.

Beef Cattle
breeding

l+.

Beef Cattle
feeding

5.

Horses

6.

Mules

7. Sheep

breeding

8.

Sheep
feeding

9.

Goats

10.

Hogs
breeding

11.

Hogs
feeding

12.

Chickens

13.

Turkeys

11+.

15.
16.
TOTAL

Number Sold

Total Value
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Livestock and Poultry Products
Products

Amount Sold

Used at Ho e

Butter
Butter for
Cream
Whole Milk
Buttermilk
E

s

Meat-beef
Meat-pork
Meat-Mutton
Total

v.

Food Produced for Home Use:

Fresh':-----------

Preserved,_________

Dried\....._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - -

Total Value

VI
Farm Machinery
Article
Tractor
Sprayers
Dusters
Stalk Cutter
Mowers
Cultivator
Bed Roller
Harrows
Hay Balers
Turning Plows
Planters
Wagon
Auto
Farm Trucks
Discing Plows

Number

Condition

Value

